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The three biographies of Otto of Bamberg 2 constitute the richest source of information about Warcisław. In later sources, there are very few references to this Pomeranian duke; however, one event mentioned in some documents, over a span of several centuries, is the murder of Warcisław.
The question of the death of Warcisław is an important issue for many reasons. Primarily, an analysis of mentions of this event shows 1 For information about the circumstances of the mission, see J. Petersohn the modification of the image of Warcisław's death in the historical sources. This is the result of borrowings from earlier texts and the different historical context of the creation of later sources. The main subject of this article is the sources from the twelfth to the sixteenth centuries, but the later views of scholars concerning Warcisław's death are also discussed, which demonstrates that a discussion on this problem is taking place in historical writing to this day.
The exact date of Warcisław's death is unknown, but the last events in which he participated, described by Saxo Grammaticus, date back to the third decade of the twelfth century. 3 In later Pomeranian historical writing, the memory of Warcisław was erased, as described below in this paper. Historians have indicated various possible dates for the duke's death, most often indicating the time between 1135 and 1147. 4 Warcisław left two sons, Bogusław and Kazimierz, who were minors at the time of his death. They were cared for by Warcisław's brother, Racibor, who died around 1155. 5 Racibor is connected with the earliest-known mentions of Warcisław's death, found in Pomeranian documents from the second half of the twelfth century.
6 Specifically, they indicate that first a church and later a Benedictine monastery 7 were established at the site of Warcisław's murder and burial.
The earliest information about the monastery's foundation is contained in a document by the Pomeranian bishop Adalbert, dated 1153, in which he records that he, along with Duke Racibor, brought The newly-formed community received tithes from the province of Grozwin. What is more, the above-mentioned church, previously consecrated by Bishop Adalbert, and all future churches on this land were granted to the abbot in Stolpe. 9 Moreover, the issuer of the document confirms all previous donations made by both himself and Duke Racibor, as well as all the goods to be donated to the monastery in the future by priests, dukes, or other believers.
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The son of Warcisław I, Duke Bogusław I, confirmed these donations in a document dated 1183.
11 It again mentions the founding of a church, and subsequently a Benedictine monastery, at the site of Warcisław's death; however, in this case, Duke Racibor is identified as the chief initiator of this undertaking, who 'for the salvation of souls, both his own and our father Warcisław's, murdered in the place Stolpe (Ztulp), founded a church in honour of God and St John the Baptist in that place, namely Stolpe, and also bestowed it with incomes and possessions and placed monks there in black habits under the rule of St Benedict.' 12 In addition, all donations to the monastery from Bogusław I, Kazimierz I, Duke Racibor, and all other believers are confirmed, and then all of the donations to the monastery to date are listed.
13
Information about the creation of the monastery in Stolpe is also found in Chronica Slavorum, written by Helmold in the years 1163-1172. 14 This document includes a description of the battle of Henry the Lion with Kazimierz I and Bogusław I in the vicinity of Dymin in 1164. 15 Describing the flight of the Pomeranian army after the lost battle and its pursuit by the Saxon-Danish armies, Helmold states that the latter, ravaging the land, came 'to the place which 8 PU, I, 43. When comparing the pieces of information above, it can be noted that they identify different initiators of the monastery in Stolpe. The oldest document, issued by Bishop Adalbert, emphasises the role of that clergyman in both the founding of the monastery and the consecration of the church previously established at the site. In this document, Racibor is presented as Adalbert's collaborator. Thirty years later the situation had changed, and Racibor is presented as the founder of the monastery. According to Helmold, on the other hand, the convent was founded by Bogusław and Kazimierz, which, however, may be the result of simplification on the part of the author.
One interpretation of these discrepancies is offered by Jürgen Petersohn, who suggests that the founder of the church in memory of Warcisław was probably Racibor, whereas Adalbert initiated the founding of the monastery. 17 Thus, Petersohn also explains why the monastery in Stolpe did not become a favoured memorial site of the Griffins; that role was played, for example, by the monastery in Grobe, funded by Racibor. 18 It is also worth paying attention to the content of these documents, as the earlier one, issued by Adalbert, emphasises above all the spiritual role of that bishop in strengthening Christianity in Pomerania, as manifested by his bringing the Benedictines to Stolpe. This is presented as a continuation of the Christianisation of Pomerania initiated by Otto of Bamberg in collaboration with Bolesław and Warcisław. On the other hand, the document issued by Bogusław primarily emphasises the numerous incomes and estates with which the monastery in Stolpe was endowed. These are meticulously listed, 16 as indicated in the arenga, in order to save human deeds from oblivion by preserving their memory in documents. 19 Nevertheless, an element common to all of these documents was that the church and, later, the monastery were built at the site of Warcisław I's murder and burial. A sanctuary built at the site of a death was a typical method of creating a Christian memorial.
20 Similar foundations of sanctuaries at sites associated with the deaths of Christian rulers in the Baltic region are pointed out by Petersohn, who cites the chapels created at the site of death of the Danish-Obotrite duke Canute Lavard (1131) and the Swedish king Sverker (1156). 21 Thus, the main function of the foundation of the sanctuary in Stolpe was to commemorate Warcisław I, as is emphasised in the documents, as the first Christian ruler in Pomerania.
There are very few mentions of Warcisław I in the source material over the next two centuries. This changed in the first half of the fourteenth century, in conjunction with the creation of the first chronicles describing the earliest history of the dukedom and bishopric of Pomerania, e.g. Genealogia christianitatis ducum Stettinensium and the so-called Protocollum, written by Augustine of Stargard. The latter was created in the context of a dispute between the Archbishopric of Gniezno and the Bishopric of Kamień. 22 The former, however, which is now known in two different versions, each of which 19 The arenga is not included in the PU, but it is included in may be a copy of an older prototype, was created within the clerical circle of Kamień. 23 Augustine of Stargard attempts, with the help of appropriately selected historical sources, to prove the immemorial independence of Pomerania from Poland. His argument is based principally on information drawn from the biographies of Otto of Bamberg. In his description of the Christianisation of Pomerania, he emphasises the important role of Warcisław, who collaborated with Otto. Although Augustine does not mention the death of this Pomeranian duke, recalling his text in the context of the present article is essential, since Augustine restored the memory of Warcisław to Pomerania. This restoration of memory had a material dimension as well, which was realised in a note (dated 1347) placed at the end of the shorter version of the Genealogia; its appearance is connected with the activity of Augustine of Stargard. 24 In this note it is pointed out that the first Christian ruler in Pomerania was not Bogusław I, as the chronicle states, but his father, Duke Warcisław. 25 According to scholars, this note may be proof that the shorter version of the chronicle was attached to the text of Augustine given to Duke Barnim III.
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As mentioned above, neither Augustine's Protocollum nor the shorter version of Genealogia contain information on the circumstances of Warcisław's death. Reference to this topic is included in the longer version of the Genealogia; however, Warcisław I is merged with Warcisław, son of Bogusław I. Specifically, according to this narrative, Warcisław was murdered in his sleep in 1152 in Stolpe, but before dying, by virtue of the fact that the duke was a man of extraordinary strength and courage, he managed to seize his killer by the jaw and tear his head off. This passage from the longer version of the Genealogia is taken from Bishop Adalbert's document (PU I, 43), as indicated by the formulation used in connection with, among other things, the election of Adalbert to the Pomeranian bishopric.
28 Thus the lack of information about Warcisław I, the father of Bogusław I, who is directly mentioned in this document in the context of Otto's mission, seems all the more surprising. 29 As a side note, it is also worth adding that the formulation used in the chronicle referring to the election of 'these dukes', copied from Adalbert's document, no longer makes sense, given that it originally referred to Bolesław and Warcisław I. 30 The chronicle, however, fails to mention these dukes, making it difficult to say whom its author (assuming he had any intention at all) wished to identify.
Information about Warcisław's death is not included among the currently known contents of the shorter version of this chronicle. The reason for this may be either the addition (as one of many) of this information in the process of copying the older prototype for both versions or the use of simplifications by the author who prepared such a copy of the chronicle. The shorter version was produced no later than 1344, as indicated by the lack of information about the death of Duke Otto I in that year, information which, by contrast, is included in the longer version of the Genealogia.
No more information about the death of Warcisław exists in any other examples of Pomeranian historiography from the fourteenth century. That Warcisław was the ruler of Pomerania in the times of the mission of Otto of Bamberg is also found in the so-called Genealogia Stargardensis (also known as Apud Stargardenses); however, there is no information about his death. 31 Nor there is any mention of this 28 Genealogy II 'communis eorumdem principum electio et domini pape Innocentii consecracio Pomeranie prefecit episcopum;' in: Adalbert's document 'Adelbertus primus Pomeranorum episcopus. Ex quo primum gens Pomeranorum deuoto studio domini Bolizlay, gloriosi Polonorum ducis, ac predicatione Ottonis venerandi Babenbergensis episcopi, fidem Christi ac baptisma suscepit sub principe eorum Wartizlauo, communis eorundem principum electio et domini pape Innocentii consecratio me, quamuis indignum, primum Pomeranie prefecit episcopum sub apostolice confirmationis testament,' PU I, 43. topic in the report from the Gdańsk trial of 1342 (a part of the previously mentioned Gniezno-Kamień dispute).
32 A reference to the death of Warcisław can be found in the Bukowischen Vortekenisse, which was used by the later Pomeranian chroniclers Johannes Bugenhagen and Thomas Kantzow. 33 However, this is only a brief bit of information about the murder of Warcisław (again presented as the son of Bogusław I) in Stolpe in 1152. 34 The subject of Warcisław's murder returned to Pomeranian chronicles in the sixteenth century as a result of the works of the two historians mentioned above, Johannes Bugenhagen and Thomas Kantzow. The former, the author of Pomerania (written 1517-1519), created a compilation of earlier historical works describing the origins of the Duchy of Pomerania. 35 He includes information from the biographies of Otto of Bamberg referring to Warcisław I in his description of the participation of that duke in the Christianisation of Pomerania.
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Bugenhagen also includes news from later reports in Pomerania, including Warcisław's murder. However, as in the sources from the fourteenth century, the Warcisław murdered in Stolpe is identified by Bugenhagen as the son of Bogusław. 
32
The note from that meeting has been preserved to this day and is kept in the Archive in Greifswald (Landesarchiv Greifswald), Rep. 39 and also describes the end of Warcisław's life, based mainly on the Genealogia. Specifically, he states that Warcisław I, during a stay in Stolpe, was attacked in his sleep, but before dying, he managed to deprive his murderer of life, breaking his jaw. 40 There are minor differences in the details concerning this murder in the various versions of Kantzow's Pomeranian chronicles. In the Low German version there are no details about the killer, but in the High German version, Kantzow points out that Warcisław was killed by a local nobleman. 41 But the greatest number of details can be found in Kantzow's Pomerania, in which the author states that the direct reason for the duke's murder was the treason of the perfidious Lutici, specifically one of them, who took advantage of the chance to surprise Warcisław during his night's rest. 42 In addition, Kantzow quotes Warcisław's epitaph, which praises his services in connection with the Christianisation of Pomerania and the founding of the bishopric in Wolin, and goes on, according to Kantzow's text, to describe his violent death. 43 The chronicler fails to mention the location of the epitaph, but, according to the editors of the Polish-language version of Pomerania, it was to be found in Stolpe. 44 Moreover, Kantzow writes about the foundation of the monastery at the site of Warcisław's death in a description of the achievements of Racibor. The information accompanying Kantzow's story about Warcisław's death is also interesting. He points out that it occurred even before the papal approval of the appointment of the bishopric in Wolin (1140) and shortly before the death of Otto of Bamberg (1139). 46 However, while no exact date for this event is given in Pomerania, in the Low German version the author indicates the year 1133, and in the High German version 1135. 47 As mentioned at the beginning of this article, a discussion, in which the information given by Kantzow plays an essential role, is still in progress in the literature regarding the exact date of Warcisław's death.
The circumstances of Warcisław's death were also the subject of academic discussions conducted at the end of the nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth centuries, inspired by local legends associated, among other items, with Warcisław's Stone (German, Wartislawstein). The stone is located in the neighbourhood of the village of Grüttow, near Stolpe an der Peene. On two of its sides are images, on one a cross and a horn, and on the other a blurred human figure. 48 In 1899, the German researcher Hugo Lemcke stated that the image of the man on the stone depicted Warcisław I, and that the stone was the oldest example of a historical monument in Pomerania. 49 At the same time folk traditions connected the stone with the murder of Warcisław, although some discrepancies arose in the interpretation of the image of the man presented on it.
50 According to local legends, Warcisław, a committed advocate of Christianity, was murdered by a local noble opposed to the new faith. 51 However, from the beginning of the twentieth century, doubts have existed regarding the correct interpretation of the meaning of Warcisław's Stone, which, according to scholars of that time, might be also a boundary stone between monastic and princely properties. 46 Ibidem, p. 126. 47 The elements presented on the stone were supposed to prove this with the cross as a symbol of spiritual power and the horn one of secular authority. 52 At the same time, researchers noted that increased interest in Warcisław's deeds and the development of the story of his death might be connected to the publication of Thomas Kantzow's works in the first half of the nineteenth century, which resulted in a dissemination of knowledge about Pomerania's earliest history. 53 In addition, interest in this subject was influenced by celebrations of the anniversary of Otto's mission in Pomerania. 54 Nevertheless, there is an element common to both folk narratives and academic studies connected with the supposed pagan reaction that was presumed to have caused the death of Warcisław. This motif emerged, for example, in the work of Hermann Bollnow, who, in compiling reports on Warcisław's death, found information there that pagan opposition was responsible for the duke's murder. 55 In addition, Martin Wehrmann, attempting to identify the date of Warcisław's death, relied primarily on the hypothesis of the possible outbreak of a pagan revolt that might have led to the death of the duke. 56 However, we see no traces in the source material from the twelfth to the fourteenth century indicating a pagan revolt as the cause of the duke's death. Nor is Thomas Kantzow unequivocal in assessing the motives of Warcisław's killer. As mentioned above, depending on which version of Kantzow's chronicle is consulted, Warcisław was killed by a local noble, or by a representative of the 'treacherous Lutici.' However, there is no mention of a pagan rebellion as a direct cause. This hypothesis, therefore, is only an interpretation by historians, although obviously it cannot be rejected out of hand.
In details concerning the circumstances surrounding this event. In fourteenth-century chronicles, Warcisław, father of Bogusław I and Warcisław, son of Bogusław, are merged into a single person. The story of the duke's death is expanded to include a new element related to the killing of his murderer; however, Warcisław's death is not linked to an anti-Christian incident. Apart from the erroneous attribution of a tragic death in Stolpe not to the father but to the son of Bogusław I, it can be stated that in the Genealogia we are dealing with the interesting motif of the immediate punishment of the duke's murderer. For the first time in this chronicle, it is written that Warcisław killed his murderer. Perhaps this is a trace of an oral tradition connected with the death of the duke, although, of course, it may be also the literary invention of the author, emphasising mainly the physical strength and courage of the duke. Genealogia seems to be a work created primarily to highlight the characteristic positive qualities of certain dukes of the Griffin dynasty, especially their piety and generosity towards the Church. 57 In this model depiction, Warcisław is portrayed as a man of extraordinary strength and courage; thus, the description of his brutal handling of the killer perfectly matches his literary image. Sixteenth-century histories adopt the description of Warcisław's murder from previous works and supplement it with further details, including a possible motive for the murder. Above all, however, they point out the correct person in whose memory the monastery in Stolpe was built, namely, Warcisław, the first of that name. 57 R. Walczak, "Protocollum"…, pp. 280-287.
